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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 24 
March 2009 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 24 March 2009 have been fully considered but they 

are not persuasive. 

With respect to claims 1 , 7, and 9, Applicant alleges that: 

Uchida discloses EPG data in paragraph [0070] and further discloses, in 
paragraph [0074], that the set-top box 300 (Fig. 5) combines message 
information with the video signal or forms a video signal to be used to display 
EPG data, thereby to output this combined or formed signal. That is, in this 
configuration, Uchida forms a video signal on which EPG data is superposed 
not at the display apparatus 100 but at the set-top box 300 . Labeeb discloses 
the EPG memory 36 is set in the set top box 34 (paragraph 0167). 

However, Applicant's argument fails to consider the combined teachings of 

Uchida and Labeeb when viewed as whole. Uchida teaches that the on-screen display 

(OSD) processor of the set-top box (STB), which generates the EPG image, is similar to 

the OSD processor contained in the display apparatus 100 [0073]. Fig. 2 of Uchida 

further teaches that the display apparatus contains memory various storage media 
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including ROM, RAM, and EEPROM devices (Fig. 2/132-4). In an analogous art, 
Labeeb teaches a method for transmitting TV and EPG data to a user in which Labeeb 
teaches that it would advantageous to the receiving device to store the EPG template 
so that "a video signal containing the template display data need not be continuously 
retransmitted to the set top box 34, thereby saving more bandwidth" [01 67]. Though 
Labeeb teaches storing the template at the STB as opposed to at the cable headend in 
a conventional television broadcasting system, Examiner maintains that it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the 
Labeeb's technique of storing the EPG template at the receiving device in a home 
environment, such as taught by Uchida, where the display device 100 functions as the 
receiving device and the STB 300 effectively functions as a local server or headend in 
that it is distributing video content to one or more remotely located devices. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the ROM of Uchida's 
display device, which stores the template and display information for superimposing the 
control panel on the video image (see, e.g., 0043 and 0052), could have been modified 
to incorporate the EPG template of Labeeb. Labeeb teaches that storing the template 
at the receiving device reduces the bandwidth used by the system and Examiner 
maintains that applying the technique of Labeeb in the system of Uchida would have 
provided the benefit of reducing the transmission bandwidth from Uchida's STB to 
display device and would have increased system response time for the user by 
decreasing overall system latency. In response to applicant's arguments against the 
references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references 
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individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re 
Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 
231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

For at least these reasons, the rejection of claims 1 , 7, and 9 set forth in the 
previous Office Action is maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,3-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Uchida (Pub. No.: US 2002/0054028) and further in view of Labeeb et al. (Pub. 
No.: US 2003/0093792). 

As to claims 1 , 7, and 9, the rejection set forth above and in the previous Office 
Action is incorporated herein. As to the amended limitation that the base device (and 
not the wireless terminal) "decodes a signal into a first video data and an audio signal," 
paragraphs 0070-0075 of Uchida teach that the set top box 300 demultiplexes and 
decodes the received signal into a video and audio signal. 

The display apparatus 100 taught by Uchida is the equivalent of the recited 
wireless terminal. As to the recited "receiving... video data and EPG data" Uchida 
teaches, "Each satellite broadcast signal includes... data including a video signal and an 
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audio signal for a plurality of broadcast programs, data used for channel selection, and 
data for displaying an EPG" [0070]. The display device taught by Uchida is inherently 
capable of displaying an EPG. As to the recited "second video generating means: and 
"video superimposing means," Fig. 2 of Uchida teaches that the display terminal 
contains an OSD (on-screen display) processing section which would allow the display 
device to display the EPG to the user. 

As to the recited "rewritable nonvolatile memory for storing the EPG data 
received by the receiving means, the second video generating means generating the 
second video image based on the EPG data stored in the nonvolatile memory," Labeeb, 
as analyzed above, teaches storing an EPG template at the receiving device. Though 
Labeeb teaches storing the template at the STB as opposed to at the cable headend in 
a conventional television broadcasting system, Examiner maintains that it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the 
Labeeb's technique of storing the EPG template at the receiving device in a home 
environment, such as taught by Uchida, where the display device 100 functions as the 
receiving device and the STB 300 effectively functions as a local server or headend in 
that it is distributing video content to one or more remotely located devices. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the ROM of Uchida's 
display device, which stores the template and display information for superimposing the 
control panel on the video image (see, e.g., 0043 and 0052), could have been modified 
to incorporate the EPG template of Labeeb. Labeeb teaches that storing the template 
at the receiving device reduces the bandwidth used by the system and Examiner 
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maintains that applying the technique of Labeeb in the system of Uchida would have 
provided the benefit of reducing the transmission bandwidth from Uchida's STB to 
display device and would have increased system response time for the user by 
decreasing overall system latency. 

As to claim 3, Labeeb explicitly teaches that system may store an EPG template 
in memory: 

Set top box 34 may also comprise a nonvolatile template memory 38 for 
storing the template in which the EPG data is to be inserted for display to the 
viewer on the viewer's television 40. In this manner, a video signal containing 
the template display data need not be continuously retransmitted to the set top 
box 34, thereby saving more bandwidth. [0167] 

Though Labeeb teaches storing the template at the STB as opposed to at the 

cable headend in a conventional television broadcasting system, Examiner maintains 

that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 

invention to utilize the Labeeb's technique of storing the EPG template at the receiving 

device in a home environment, such as taught by Uchida, where the display device 100 

functions as the receiving device and the STB 300 effectively functions as a local server 

or headend in that it is distributing video content to one or more remotely located 

devices. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the ROM of Uchida's 
display device, which stores the template and display information for superimposing the 
control panel on the video image (see, e.g., 0043 and 0052), could have been modified 
to incorporate the EPG template of Labeeb. Labeeb teaches that storing the template 
at the receiving device reduces the bandwidth used by the system and Examiner 
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maintains that applying the technique of Labeeb in the system of Uchida would have 
provided the benefit of reducing the transmission bandwidth from Uchida's STB to 
display device and would have increased system response time for the user by 
decreasing overall system latency. 

As to claim 4, Uchida explicitly teaches that the system is designed to receive 
digital satellite television broadcast signals. 

As to claim 5, Fig. 1 of Uchida as cited above teaches a base device consistent 
with that recited in claim 5. 

As to claim 6, Fig. 6 of Uchida teaches a system comprising a wireless terminal 
and base device as recited. Paragraph 0070 of Uchida (cited above) explicitly teaches 
that the satellite broadcast contains EPG data and Fig. 2 of Uchida teaches that the 
terminal device contains an OSD processing section. 

Claims 10 and 1 1 are rejected by Fig. 1 of Uchida as analyzed above. 

Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan Stronczer whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
3756. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM (EDT), Monday- 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian T. Pendleton can be reached on (571) 272-7527. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 2425 

/Brian T. Pendleton/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2425 



